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IN TOE TOITEB STATES PATENT TRAPlMAipC OFFICE 

In re Chen ) Serial No.: 10/617,526 

) 

Applicasl, ) Docket No.: AUS920030523irSl 

) 

For; Traditional CMaese / Simplified CMnese ) Art Unit: 2626 
Charactei' 'rrasislatoi* ) 

) 

) Confirmation No.: 3551 
) 

filed: July i 0, 2003 ) Exarainer; Newsy 

RESPONSE TO NOTIFICATION OF HON COMPLIANT APPEAL BRIEF 
BATED MARCIi26,200S 

April 2,2008 

Ms Appeal Brief - Patents 
Conimi$sioner for Fsfents 
P.O. Box 145G 
Alexandria; VA 223 13-1450 

Dear Sir: 

I& jfesponse to the Notification of Non-Gompiiant Appeal Brief dated March 26. 
20-08, please replace Appeal Brief section V isumman' of claimed siibject matter) with 
the iblk^v,ing section V (pages 2-8 of this paper; and Appeal Bnef se^^tion Vii 
(argutnents) with the following sectioB VIX (pages 9-2S of this paper). Appellant believes 
this Amendment places the Appeal Brief into compliance with 37 C.F.R, § 41.37, 
Spcoifh'aIi>, this ArAcndnent adds subject matter summaries for claims 30. 3?. 46, and 
and corrects, issues v,ith tijc argument section's discussion of the third and fourth 
grounds of rejection. Therefore, Appellant respcct&ily requests reconsideration of the 
Appeal Brie£ 
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\, Sismmar-y of Claimed Siibject Mstter 

The following provides a concise explanation of the subject matter defined m 
each of the separately aigised claims involved in the Appeal as required by 37 C F R. § 
^1 371(1 )(v). The features are jdentified by corresponding references to the spediication 
and drawings whe.e .■"opli^.ob'e h should He nored that the citt "U'Ti^ to ndSSi.^ge'v i:i the 
specification and c~< « .agfe to Ctith featu'-e c^o m t tniply ih&t the luisUatjons from the 
specification and drawings should be read into the corresponding clann eiemoit- lather, 
this summary is provided lor the convenience of the Board. 

Embodiments of the invention according to claim 1 provide a computer 
implemented method comprising: 

using a compiJter having a display and eonneGted to the iiiternet, copying (FIQ, 3, 
element 2:04; Specification §::22-9:l^ and 12:10-13:4) a :§impiified Chinese cbaraetcr into 
an input field (FIG, 4, element 302; Specitlcatioh 11:22-13:11) of a graphical user 
interface (FIG. 4, element 300; Sped tication 11:22-12:9); 

using Unicode (FIG, 3, element 206; Specification 8:22-9:16| to determine a 
Traditional Chinese character equivalent (FIG: 3, eteent 214;; Specification 9;17-I0:13) 
of the Simplified Chinese character (see e.g., FIG. 3, eleihent 212; Speeification 9:17- 
10;5); 

using Unicode to translate (FIG. 3, element 214; Specification 9:17-10:13) the 
Simplified Chinese character into an accented Pin Yin word and an English word; and 

rcipOiL5i\e ;o s user nolixatio?^ ef d s-mpr oon'rol sFlG 3, clci-ncni 304: 
Specification 12:10-13:11) on the graphical user interface, simuitaneously dispiaymg 
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(FIG. 5, element 230; Specification 11:18-21) fee Simpiitled Chinese choracicr as a 
Traditional Chinese character, an unaccented Pin Yin word {Spec. 7:15~i 6), a hybrid Pin 
Yin (Spec. 7:12-14) word, and aii English word. 

Embodiments of the invention aecording to claim 9 prmide a eompater 
implemented method comprising: 

using a pdmpvter hayiiig a display and coimected to the Internet, cop5%g (FIG. 3, 
element 204; Bpeeilication 8:22-9:16 and 12:10-13:4) a iiaditionai Chinese character 
into an input field (FIG, 4, element 302; Specification 11:22-13:11) of a graphical user 
interface (FIG. 4, element 300; Specification 1 1 :22-12;9); 

using Unicode (FIG. 3, element 2G6; Sp^ification 8;22-9::i6) to determine a 
Simplified Chines^ character equivaient (FIO. 3, elem^ 218; Specific^ 10:14-23) of 
the Traditional Chinese character (^e^ FIG. 3, element 2:16; Specification 10:14-23); 
and 

BSing Unicode to translate (FIG. 3, element 21S; Specification 10:14-23) the 
Traditional Ghin-ese character into accmt^ Fin Yin word and an English word; 

responsive to a ijscr activatloti of: a single control (FIG.: 3, elenient 304; 
Specification 12:10-13:11) on the graphical uses- interface, simultaaeottsly displacing 
(FIG. 3, ele§:nent 230; Specification 11-18-21) &e Traditional Chinese charaeter as a 
Simpliied Chinese diameter, an unaceented Fin Yin (Spec; ?:15-16) word, a hyljrid Pin 
Yin (Spisc. 7:12-14) word, and an English word. 
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bmbodimeKts of the mvention according to claim 17 provide a computer 
implemented method compnsmg: 

asing a computet ha\ing a display and connected to the Internet, entering (FIG. 3, 
clement 204; SpeciScation 8,22-^:16 and 12:10-13:4) a Pin Yin word into an input field 
{HQ 4 cxir^en 3J2, Spccifleahon H:22-i3:li) of a graphical user interface (FIG. 4, 
element ^00. Spec^ification I i .22-12:9). 

using Umcode to translate (FIG. 3, element 222; Specification 11:1-7) the Pis Yin 
word Into a TVaditional Chinese character, a Simpiiied <&nese chai^te^^ mi m English 
word; 

responsive to a user activation of a single control (FiG- 3, element 304; 
Spmfication 12:10-13:11) on the gmpMcal user iritertace, simukaneoasly displa>'ing 
(FIG. 3, element 230; Spedfication H:|S-2I) the Pin Yin^^)^ as a Traditional Chinese 
eharacter, an unaeGented Pin Yin (Spec. 7:1546) word, a hybrid Pin Yin:^Spec. 7:12-14) 
word, and an English word, 

Bmbodimeiits of the ihYention according to claim 24 provide a cornpnter 
implemented method Gofliprisiag: 

using a computer ha\'ing a display and connected to the Internet, entering (FIG, 3, 
element 204; Specification 8:22-9:16 and 12:10-13:4) an English word into m input field 
(FIG. 4, eienaent 3(^2; Specifieation 11:22-13:11) of a graphical user interface (FIG. 4, 
dmmtt 300; SpeciliGation 1 1 :22-12:^); 
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using Uiiicode to translate (FIG, 3, ek^ient 22(x Speci.1ication Ii;8-i4) the 
Fj^glish word into a Traditional Chinese character, a Simplified Chinese character, and as 
accented Pin Yin (Spec. 7 : 1 5-16) ward; 

responsive to a tJser activation of a single control (FIG, 3, element 304; 
Specification 12; 10-13:1 1) on the graphical user interface, simultaneously disph>ii>g 
(FIG, elenient .230; Specification 11:18-21) the Icmi as a Tradjtioi^al Chinese 
character, an unaccented VPin Yin word (Spa:. 7:15-16), a hybrid Pin Yin word (Spec. 
7:12-14), and an English word. 

Erih«-^a^nii,",?s of i le msention accordmg to ciann 30 provide a prograrsi product 
operable on a computer, tlie program product comprising: 
a computer-usable medium; 

wherein the computer usable medixon contains encoded instructions executable on 
a computer having a disp\A' and cornccted lo the Irternet comprs?ng 

5pstruca«ns tor rcccj\mg iblG, 3. element 204 and 212; Specification 
8:22-9:16, 9:17-10:5, and 1 1:22-13:4) a Simplified Chinese character into an input field 
(FIG. 4, element 302; Specification 11:22-13:11) of a g^phicsi user interface (FIG. 4, 
element 300 Sncc.rcatirr P 2: 

in:>tructioi!S for using Unicode (FIG. 3, elcnient 206. Sn^citicatiir; «.22- 
9:16) to detenmne a Traditional Chinese character equivalent (FIG. 3. eli^nent 214; 
Specification 9:17-10:13) of a Simplified Chinese chai'acter (see e.g., FIG, 3, elemetit 
212; SpecificatioP 9: 17-10:5); and 
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mstructions for using Unicode to tianslate (FIG. 3, element 214; 
Specification 9:1 7-10:13) the SimpHficjd Chinese chai-acter into accented Fin Yin word 
Mii an Eaglisl^ word; 

instmctiom for, respOKsiye to a user activation of a single control (FI0. 3, 
element 304; Specification 12:10-13:11) on the graphical user iiiterface, simultaneously 
displaymg (FIG. 3, element 230; SpeciScatton 11:18-21) the Simplified Chinese 
Gharacter as a Traditional Chinese cliaracter, an unaccented Pin Yin word- (Spec. ?:15- 
16), a hybod Pin Yin word (Spec. 7;12-14), and an English word, 

Embodiments of the invention according to claim 3S provide a prograni pmduct 
operable on & eompiiter haying a display and cpjineGted to the Internet, the progran^ 
product comprising: 

a computerHusable meditim containing instructions encoded teeon and 
executable on a computer having a display and c<.>nnected to the laterset, the instiuctlons 

comprising; 

instiuctions for receiving (FIG. 3, element 204 and 216; Specification 
8:22-9:16, 10:14-23, aiid 11:22-1 3:4) a Traditional Chinese character into an input field 
(FRl. 4 element 302: Specification 11:22-13:11) of a graphical user interface (FIG. 4, 
eiement 300; Specification 1 1 ;22-12:9); 

instructions for using Unicode (FIG. 3, element 206; Specification 8:22- 
9:16) to determine a Sinipiified Chinese character equivalent (FIG, 3, element 218; 
bpeciiu-anon 10:14-23) of the Traditional Cliinese character {see eg., FIG. 3, element 
2 i 6; Specification 10:1 4^3)> imd 
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instructions for using Unicode to tiaisslate (FIG. 3, element 218; 
Specification 10:14-23) the Traditional Chinese character into an accented Pin Yin word 
and an English word; 

instmetions for, responsi ve to a user activation of a single control (Fid, 3, 
element 304; Specification IIJO-B-II) on tbs graphical user interface, simultaneously 
displacing (FIG. 3, element 230; Specification 11;IS-2i) the Traditional Chinese 
charactsr as a Simplified Gfeinese charaet^^ an istiaccented Pin Yin (Spec. 7; 15-! 6) word, 
a hybrid Pin Yin (Spec. 7 :12-14) word, and an Engish word. 

Embodiments of the invention according to claim 46 provide a prograin product 
operable on a computer, the program product eomprising: 

a compaier-xjsable medimB containing instructions encoded thereon and 
executable on a computer ha ving a display and connected to the Internet coinpriising: 

instructions for receiving (FIG. 3,. elements 204 and 220; Specification 
8:22-9; 16, 11:1-7, and 11:22-13:4) a Hn Yin word in an input field (FIG. 4, element 302; 
Specification ;ll:22irt3:il) of a ^^^cal user interface (FIO. 4, dement 390; 
Specifieatibn n;22-l2::9);: 

instractions for using Unicode to translate (FIG, 3, element 222; 
Speeification 11:1-7) the Pin Yin word mio- a Traditional- Chinese character, a Simplified 
Chmese character, and an English word: 

responsive to a user activation of a single control (FIG. 3, element 304; 
Specification i2:i{)-l3:ll) on the grapihical user inteirfaGe, simultaneously displa^ng 
(HG. 3, demerit 230; Specification 1 l:i$-2l) the Pin Yin word as a Traditional Cfttttese 
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cbaiactcr, an unaccepted Pm Ym (Spec. ?.i5-J6) word a h>biiJ Pm Ym (bpec 7 ; M4) 
wordj and an English word. 



EiBboditnenis of Ibe invention according to claim 53 provide a pfograni prodiiet 
operable on a computer, the program product comprising: 

a computer-issable Kiedium containing instructions encoded thereon and 
executable on a coppMer liaving a display and connected to the Isitemet comprising: 

instmctions tV rec?i\ins (FIG. 3, elemcsnts 204 md 224; SpeGiicaMon 
8:22-9:16, 11:8-14, and 11:22-13:4) an English word as an input field (FIG. 4, element 
302; Spedfication li:22»l3:ll) of a grajshicai m&r iiteface (FIG. 4, dement 390; 
Specification 11:22- 12:9); 

instractions for using Unicode to trai^slate (FIG. 3^ element 226; 
Specification 1 1:8-14) m English word into a Traditional Chinese character, a Simplified 
Chinese character, and an accented Pin Yin word: 

responsive to a user activation of a single control (FIG, 3, element 304: 
Specification 12:1043:11) on the graphical Bser interface, simultaneoiisly displaying 
(FIG. 3, element 230; Specification 11:18-21) tlie English word as a Traditional Chinese 
character, an unaccented Pin Yin (Spec. 7:15-16) word, ai\d a hybrid Pin Yin (Spec. 7:12- 
14} word. 
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VII. Arg«mes3t 

A, First Grouad of Eejectiosi 

Claims 1-7, 9 i5, 17-22, 24-28, 30-36, 38-44, 46-51, and 53-57 on the ground of 
nonstatutory obviousiTcss-type double patenting over claims 1-30 of copending 
Aopho<itK>n No '0 6i'?.53(? (the '530 AppHcation) in view of the Maiidarintool5> Web 
Pages. Office Action pp. 2-5. 

The 8italysis employed in an obvioiusness-type double patenting rejectiosv parallels 
the guidelines for analysis of a 35 U.S.C. 103 obviousness determination. In rc Braat, 
937 F 2a 58Q, IQ USPQ2d '289 (Fed Cir. IQpi); In rc Longi, ^59 F 1<\ x^y, rSPQ 
645 (Fed, C\v. 1985). Thus, the factisas niqumes set forth m Graham x.John Deere Co , 
383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 (1966). ai-e empk^yed when making an obvious-type double 
patenting aiialysis and would requiie determming the diSferenees between the scope and 
contort of the patent clami as dd:emiined in (A) and the claim iti the application at issue. 
V N'P"F 80 J >H I. In delent^inipg {he dir^ere;icc^ ccp Cne ontv and the 
i-Ia^mi. in an obxiousncss analysis, the qu.e:>tion under 35 L .S.C. K)3 is whetiier the 
claimed invention as a whole would have been obvioiss. Strataflex, Tnc, v. Aemquip 
Corp.. 713 F.2d 1530, 218 USPQ 871 {Fed. Cir. 1983); Schenck v. Nortron Corp,. 713 
5^ 2d 7S2. ^ 1 ?P^^> {tea <^ -il, an irvcnlio'i doi^^n ^5 tlx-- O"- 

''thra.si" oi ur. imcntion di^cgardi, the requirement of analyzing the subiect nvrtct "as a 
whole." W.L Gore <& Associafes, Inc. v. Garlock, Inc., 721 F.2d 1540. 220 rSFQ 303 
(Fed. Cir. 1983), cat. denied, 46«) U.S. 851 (1984). 

Claims 1-7 



Page 9 of 29 



I *K rt'Ci^l.vn s uTtpiOper ^or at ?eabt tlirt,e reason^ b . ..e s -star. K'on 
recites 'to translate mto accented Pm Ym woro" asd "d5spj<,n trg an rnaccentcd Pin 
Ym word, & hybnd Fm Ym word, and m Enghsb word" yet the '530 Apphcat:or f&iis to 
recite my smiilar features or Imiitations. The Examiner alleges the Ch.mese-Enghs>!i 
Diet crar> V\ sb Page ren^odic^ this aeflcciicx ( * - e A o i - ^ Trse ^o.^bjnt b 
to *eavn tbt'-e ..nr .HH>m bt,caui»e tbo C hir'e6<.-Lr<; i<-t D c- o'iar> Wch ~°age ii> s. e.it o 
displaying "an imaccented P^n Ym word" and "a hybrid ?m Ym word,'' as set forth m the 
ciann The Chinese-Engijsh Dictionary Web Page teaches, "fr|esult& VtiH show the 
C 1 T \v> H r ' i representation the woul -^.-1 ^' t hsh cefximor vet 16 
^■1 cr. *o "-dn unat^cented Pm Ym word" and "a hyb.td Pai "V in word ' Hence, at beat, t*ie 
Chmese-Engiinh D.ctiotiary Web 1*a^,e's "pmym representation" y^oiJd mee* one of the 
clmn\ 'Vnacccnted Pm Yin word" or ^'hybnd Pm V.n word;' but not a "unaccented ?m 
\m -vera' and a 'lybnd Pm Ym v\ord" Furthermore, thou^ the Chmesc-Enghsh 
>aioj ars Web Page teaches -csult*; shon^^ n - 'nm>m rcprcberta'-io-" ' the Cnreso- 
FngKbh Dii.tionar> Web Page :» s. lent to rc^u^is hiown m unaccented'' 'jsnyin 
ropresentation m4 is also siient to results shown m a "hybnd" pmyin representation 
I-fence, claim 1 comprises features and 'imitations that are oUsiide the scope of the '53') 

Se^c.C 5 eit>^e- the >..6tani ^poi caiMi s c aim I nor tlie ^ ^0 Application cla^rr 
i do'nmate necaase each Applications' claim 1 compnses features and limnations that 
are outwde the scope of the other apphcation The Exammt,r alleges the Instant 
' r-t, s ii 3u >icw of t c Mandanntools Web Pages teaches the hmitations of 
" 10 =iv \pphca*ion s cia^m I Office Action pp 2-5 The *530 Apulicaium's claim i 
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recites Secomz 1 4„ d e Srap 'tied (.huvie c'lar^ati wim^^ist ^egaid iti e.vocifig 
format ot the Simplified Ch?ne<?e character ' y^t tie *nsta*it A,ppitcat:Oii's unm t tasib *o 
^oute any i>imidx ivatisres or hmitatsons Tlie Mandanntodls Web Pages, <ire not reLed 
upon mid do not remedy these deficiencies. As discussed above, claim 1 comprises 
Ifc' I' es dm h'l iOn tha ?<c Ouls^de t*i*. scoe Vp.Mv^u s * t I 

^lev^ c tne Mai df.rK tooK Wl^ Pd^-ei, Heiuc, tie Wdsi \pp s . 

compnscs feattire& mi hmixahotih that arc outside the icope of and 530 Apphcatjon s 
clasm 1, and vice versa. 

Un ^ ti Fs n f * K t(, --^jSv/e the ^j-)ec* -nanc is i ubv">k cowase the 
r.\amire disalis .iv. invent on tuvMi to c gist or th-TJs S|vc k h *hc ^xsniiiier 
distilh the instant Application's indention to 'findmg ^Iv correspor^d ng fccx\aient 
Cinsese Character , the corresponding Pm Ym woiii and/or m English word to any 
given vvord an i the ">^0 Appii cation's invention to "fmd ng the corresponding Chinc.se 
oraraacr to a, g \en Cbncse word ' Office -i-^ Xi-'wl mc ^^ctt i \ r^^t^s 

the Uaims of the ^sti^nt Apphcation and of the ->^^ \o^li>,a ^ n ^^on ai n ar\ tiojlC 
features and limitations than vvhai the Examiner's, stated gBts ot the invention compn&e 
hence, the masoning is improper because ike Examiner did not consider all the features 
a.ia h 1 I H K (-^j s v^ i e 

1 a s, ."-t. Instar' Vppi^d ion coir^prses features and limitations tnat die oUs.de 
the s<.ope ot the 530 ^pohcation and the Examiner'!* leasonmg was mproper 
1 'lerefo-e Appeilant resnecttully ieques*s ihat the rejectton be re\ eised 

w f s " Q i,h d..-crd fior anc mhern all the hnitations of claim i As 
discussed above, claim 1 comprises features and limitations th^t are outside the $cope of 
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the 530 Apphcai^t xn vxaw oi the Mandanntools Web Pages and the reasoning for the 
rejection is improper. I his. claims 2-7 comprise featisres and limitations that aa» outside 
the scope of tlie '530 Applicant m mcw of the Mandanntoois Web Pages and Ihe 
reasoning foi the rejection is improper. Therefore Appellant respect&lly requests ti^at ti^c 
rejection be reversed. 

Claims 9-15, .17-22, 24-28, 36-36, 38-44, 46-51, asd 53-57 

Any Gl)viovJsneiss:-t>$}e double pateiiting rejeetion should iiiake clear the reasons 
wily a persoji of ordinary skill in the art would corsclude that the invention deiiaed in the 
claini at issue would have been an obvious variation of tlie invention defined in a claim in 
the patent. M.P.E.F- 804 II B. i , The Examiner provides no reasoning to support tlie 
rejection of claims 9-15. 17^22, 24-28, 30-36, 30-44, 46-51, and 53-57. See Office 
Action pp. 2-5. Hath^ the EX¥U3aii^finsar«^y lists claim 1 and; its; deisendeiit dainis in the 
reasoning sispporting the rejeGtion, Thus, tib,e Bxamtner did not make cie^ the ^ f^^^ 
why the '530 Application's claims would have been an obvious variation of the Instant 
Application's claims 9-15, 17-22, 24-28, 30-36, 3g^j 46-51, and 53-57. Therefore, 
Appellant respectfully requests that the rejeetion be reveraed. 

B. SecosidGroand ofReleciion 

Claims 1-3, 9-11, 17, 24, 30-32, 38-40, 46, and 53 stand rejected on the ground of 
nonstatutory obviousness-type double patenting over claim.s 1, 5-7, 26, and 30-32 of 
eopeadisg Application No. 10/631,070 (the '070 Application) in view of the 
Mandarintools Web Pages, Otlice Action pp. 5-6. Appdljmt notes the rejection states 
^^claims 1-3, mi, 16-17^ 23-24, 29-32, 37-40, 45-46, 52-53, arid 58" are rejected, hut 
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r lat cldirjs 8, io, 23, 2«), 37, 45, 52. and 58 are canceled. Thus, Appellant mieii5fets thi.s 
rejection as applying to clalnis 1-3, 9-1 1, 17, 24, 30-32, 38-40, 46. and 53. 

CisijKs 1-3 and 8 

I he rejection li, 5mpix>per for at least thi-ee reasons. First, the reasoning provided 
b> tiiu examiner is improper The E\atrir.er\ rc<i3oning mereh siati.^ the CiXstLctJpg 
clmms "arc not pat«;sitahly distinct iTosn each othei because the aboxe-mentionea clfiimi 
of copending Application No. 10/617,526 antidpste the claims of the current 
Application," Appellant respectfully notes the ''current AppUcatson" is Application Mo. 
iO/6r --^(^ He-KV, fbe ^ /c^ -s >^ ,^ 4-e . ot the In.stant Application 
anticipate the ciatms oi Lie histant .A.pplicauou, which is cieany improper. 

Second, fee instant Appiieation's claim, I comprises features and Mmitations that 
si-e outside the scope of the '070 Application's claim 1. llie Examiner alleges the '070 
Application's claim 1 in \ie\^ of the Mandarintoois Wch Pages teaches the limitations of 
rhc In&Uint Apphcation's claim 1. OfT'ce Action pp. 5-6. Tht; Imtam Ap'ol-ratson's olaini 
1 recites ^'displaying ... an unaccented Pin Ym word, [and] a .lybnd Pm Yin word," >et 
the '070 Application's claim i fails to recite any similm- features or limitatioiis. The 
MandariMoois Web Pages are not relied upon and do not remedy these deficiencies. 
Hence, claim 1 comprises ro-ru'-t^ -.nd lir-it. P'.-s ;H .^^c oalside the scope of the '070 
Application's claisTi i m\ie\s of ihe Ma^da^mlool^i Web Pages. 

Third, neither the Instant Application's clami 1 nor the '070 Application's claim 1 
dominate because each Applications' claim 1 comprises features and limitations that are 
outside the scope of the otlier application. The ^070 Application recites "determining if 
the user input is an entire desired word, a begiiming of the entire word, or whether the 
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e n| ut djpsii s n\i^ here m .he ae^iicd v^ord aiid ' s>eax clung a &chi narv ioi an en* y 
contai mg a Simphiied Chine&e word," vet ihe Inbtaat Application fails to recite sn> 
similar fcatisres or Ihnititions 1 he Mandanntools Wei Pages are no U'cd upon md do 
not remedy these deficsenaes As disciiised above, claim 1 eompnbeit ftatiucj* as5<l 

Maiiaaintoo,i Wd ! ai^s ficnce, the vm*a^3t AD'>Lc<3tioa's. cldim 1 coT.pnsos tcaUire'? 
and limitations thai are outside tiie scope of and "^70 Application's ciaim 1, and v ce 
versa, 

Tliut\ the Insiair. Application comprises features and limitations that are outside 
Ihe scope of the '070 Application and the Exaiiiiner's reasoning was improper. 
Therefbre, Appellm respectfkJiy requests tot the rejection be reversed. 

Claims 2-3 and 8 each depend from and inherit sU the limitations of claixn 1. As 
discussed ahos'e, claim 1 comprises features and iimitations that are outside the scope of 
the '070 Applicant in view of the Mardariniools Web -^ages and the reasoning for the 
rejection is improper. Thus, ciain^s and 8 compnsc features and hniiiations that are 
outside the scope of the '070 Applicant in view of the Mandarintools Web Pages and the 
reasoning for the rejection is improper. Therefore Appellant respectfbily requests that the 
rejection be reversed. 

Claims 9-1 L 17, 24, 30-32, 38-40, 46, and S3 
Any obviousness-type double patenting rejection should make clear the reasons 
why a person of ordinary skill in the art would conclude that the invention defined in the 
claim at issue woukl hsve been an obvious vaiiation of the invention defined in a claim in 
the patent. 804 iL B. h The Examiner provides no re^pning to support the 
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ivjcau danm, 9~\l. \ 7. 24, 30-32, 38-40, 4<), suid S: See OtBcc Actio i pp ^5 
Rather, the Examinei- merely hsis claim 1 and its dependent claims ir the reasoning 
supporting tiie rejection Thus, the Fxanimei did not make clear the reason;^ why the 
'070 Application's clatms womd have been an obvioiis vaiiation of the Instant 
Apphcatton's chn-a'. ^-M' i'' 24, 30-^2, "^8-40. 46. and 53. Tlierefore, AppeHant 
respect&Hj roc acs t the j ejecaon be rt vei scd. 
e. TMrd GroiJsd of Rejection 

ThQ rejection of claims 1-4, 6-7, 942, 14-15. 17-20, 22, 24-26, 28. 30-33, 35-36. 
r tv4Q ^] ^^.'^N and under 35 C.S C If'^^MWner the Nh.ndanr.too'$ 
Web .^agefe in vicv, oi the CFI W<d> Page and the Foobvurx^shop Web Page. Office 
Action pp. 7-10. >n rejectrng claims iinder 35 U.S.C. § 103, U is incumbent upon thv 
Exammer to estabhsh a factual basis to support the legal conclusion of obviousaexSS, See- 
In ?c nni>, 837 F.2d 1071, 1073, 5 CSPQ2d 15%, 1598 {Fed Cm 1988). In so doing, 
t'-e txaiiirci s' 'n .kc the -^actnal detcn^imations ^»et .^rth m (hahon- ^ /> f\ere 
Co , 3S3 I. b Ah tbPQ 459. 467 { 1%6). vi= , (i) me scope ara contQ^. the 

pnor art; (2) the differences between the poor art and die claims at issue; and (3) the level 
of ordinary skill m the art. "[ rjhe examiner bears the initial burden, on review of the 
pio' aii 01 oa v-ne- j^'-t?!'^^^ o' Drcscntn^ a puma /k<c l.»sc ^^f .no^-le.. .\nln> h- 
r-c Ocnk^t.Tl F.2ii .443, ^4t5, 24 l'SPQ2d 1443, X-m {Hd C r 1^41^ ^inhc-:w-e, 
'"there must bt sotpc articulated reasoning with some rational unc^crpmr.ng to svpport 
the le^al conclusion of obvioussiiess' .... [Hjowever, the anaiy,sis need not seek out 
precise teacir.^, i.^ t,'ec t> rhc specific subject matter of the challenged claim, for a 
court can take account of the infereaces and creati ve steps that a person of onlinary skili 
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m the arl would employ;" KSR Int'I Co. v. 7'elefJcx Inc., 127 S. Ct. 1727, 1741, 82 
USPQ2d 1385, 1396 (2007) (quoting re Kahn. 441 F.3d 977, 988, 78 USPQ2d 1329, 
1 336 (Fed. Cir. 2006)). Obviousness is then determinetl on the basis of the evidence as a 
whole and the relative persuasiveness of the argisments. See Oetiker, 977 F.2d at 1445, 
24 USFQ2d at 1444; Fiasecki, 745 F.2d at 1472. 223 IJSPQ at 788. 

CMsss i-4 asid 6-7 

Claim 1 recites "copjdng a Simpli^ed Chinese character into an input field of a 
graphieai user interface.*' The Examiner alleges the CBL Weh Page teaches these 
limitations. Otlce Action p,7. Hie combination fails to teach Hiese fimitstions becaiise 
the CEL Web Page &ils to teach "into an input field," as iset fmh in the claim. The 
Examiner interprets the CEL Web Page's depiction of a "Search** meira item (GEL Web 
Page, p.i, in the window titled; ^'Charlotte's \¥eh - Notepad") as meeting the claim's 
^'inp^ut §dd'' (Mce Action p.7), yet the CEL Web Page is silent to copying a SimpKied 
Chinese character into its Search menu item. Furthermore, the CEL Web Page teaches 
"tiie user has selected and copied a word" and that the CEL Web Page's system "detectf s] 
the word on the Windoi^fS Clipboard'* (the CEL Web Pag^ p.i, p?ita. 2.), yet the CEL 
Web Page is silent to a dser pasting a iaoid to an input field Iroin the Windows 
Clipboard, The CEL Web Page's copying to the Windows CHpbom-d does rtot meet the 
claim's ^'copying .. , into an inpnt field" at ie^t because the Windows Clipboard is not an 
*'inpiit ield," as set forth iti the elaim. Hence, the combination fails to teach the 
limitations of the claim. 

Claim 1 also recites "simultai:seously displayitig the Simplified Chinese character 
as a Ixaditional Chinese character, an unacceated Pin Yin word, a hybrid Pin Yin wordy 
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ma f. n Lngi.&i ^no 1 r t h\ai -^mer admr^ the ndatritooss \\ efa Pages fa? s o 
these limitations <ix.o ..utgts t.ie i FI Web ''age teaches these Imiitations Office Action 
pp 8 TheCFI V^eb Page fails to teach these hmitations becaiijte the CF I ^eb Page at 
bes»* teaches* displacing a Traditional Chinese character as a Traditional Chinese 
cL:.dv, J 'ia..ten^eJ '*in >m aid an Fnglis^ wo^A 1 CF' Wen * "i,^ 

tcdJ e i-vt nn ^\ c Fuidilioaa^ Cn^nese woiO "^M'" {the two characten> Jsekvtec' m ho 

j>iCo\s tKiCvi ']on<, \\ f b Notepad") and c^ispl nr that ba-v ^s,o d ^'v ti^ P^n Y.n 
and ^^igi-h tr^^-s ...ions (the \u.kIo\\ tuLd 'CEL (Chinei>e Fng.isb LjoKi^p;; "} 
However, tht Chinese ciiaracters m the wmdow titled "CEL (Chmese/Fnghsh Lookup) 
are the same as the selected Chmese characters m the window titled "*Gharlotte's 
"Web No codvi ' H o'-d -^e'tv^c i T .rr^sl iiesc ciTac^c-, 

r<.: c» Sinp.'^'cd Cr.nesc cha'^a^.te'- as set fonl xn the cl-^mi A"so, the CzL \\k.3 Pagc 
merelv teaches display mg o.ie form of Pin Yin {'^3" for the first Tiadihonal Chinese 
character (^) and 'tou2" for the second Traditional Chmc&e character (M)) whereas the 

claim recites "an unaccented Pm Ym word" and "a hvbnd Pm Yin woird-' The 
Mandanntools Web Pages are not rehed upon and do not rcinedv these deficiencies 
Hepce, tlie V- i.^io fails to teach "simultaneously c*ls^^^v3^J^ f Si' ip =tK>d v h nest 
character as» a iiaditionai Chmcs»e character^ an imaccentcd Pm \in word, a hybnd 
Ym word, and an English word^" 

Claim 1 sik) recites "responsive to a ^ser activation of a single control .,, 
displaying." The Examiner alleges the GEL Web Page teaches these limitations. Office 
Action p.8. The CEL Web Page Ms to teach these Mmitatiotss because the CEL Web 
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\ age ii> bilcni lo dr\ orm of o^Mroi ai J bev,4«s.e vleiecU% d v^oid on tie \\ n i< s - 
GiDboard Coe% not meet the claim's "activation oi a sm^e control The Chi Web Page 
teaches ' CiL, hav ng detected tfee wo.d on the Windows Clipboard has t^onped up to 
display,' vet ii> ^lent to rcspondmg to activating a tontrol vO pop up its displav, "tiuch les^ 
any iorm oi oi ^ k.*- wnids e v'EL Vttb I auL tCi les <:«*■ ix^t so % v i 

response io lc^Cv ^ Au.d on trt Wincowb t '^pho4*d \ct ib snei ^ t > 'jtvspo 'b'Sv to ^ 
aser actx^ation of a Migle control dii>pla>ang' became detecting a word on the 
Wmdows Clipboard does not meet the claim's "activation of a single control." I he 
Mandi^nrtt i s \^ t ° i r, ed upo-^ - id do no* remea^ ne-,o d^iicie'^^ic^ 
hencv } V. combn. 1 1>} r^iK to leacn esponbue to a j<?ef activa*iOi of a s ng?e control 
* . , dispiaying." 

Thus, the claim comprise? featiites and limitatiQiis that ar? omside the scope of 
the <iombihati<m of cited art. Ths^eibre, Appettant the teieetion 

be reversed. 

Claims 2-4 and 6-7 each depend from and inherit all the Mniitations of claim I , 
As discussed above, claim i comprises features and Htriitatioas that are outside the scope 
of the combination of cited art. ThuSj claims 2-4 md 6-7 comprise features and 
limitations that are outside the scope of the; cited art, TKerefprej Appellant respectfully 
requests that the rejection be reversed. 

CiaJms §-12 and 14-15 

Claim 9 recites "copying a Traditional Chinese character iiito an input field of a 
graphk-dl u^er inter mce." V.iq Examiner alleges the CEL Web Page teaches these 
iimitatioas. Office Action p. 10 (referring to the reasoning used to reject daim 1), Hie 
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i,om ikiauo'" is vdcr tlie&e 'imitdtion<: becai»se <-be CtL Web ^age ' XdJ 
"into an iJipu^ t.e'c ' a*; set forth m the claim The Exammcr interprets the Cri WtD 
Page's depxtion oi a "Search" menu item jCEL Web Page, o i, m the wnt^ow tnied 
"Charlotte's Web - Notepad") a* meeting the clmn s "input feld" (Off ce Action p 10 
reie- to 1 c ri."sO'f ig !set^ to leiet. „L m 1^) >ct Mi. C^I Web P^sjo ^ s ie^t o 
ctpvug a "xdd.tcial (mnebe vhar^c'^cr ii\q its. Seorch meru 'eir tUiti^crnoic, Je 
ChL Web Page teacher "the user haj* selected and copied a word ' and tliat tlie CFL Wet? 
Page's syj-tem ' detcct[sj the word on the Windows Clipbosid" (the CEL Web Page p I 
par. 2 ) ^he CEI cn P^^ge siJc'i^t to a user p \stir\g a wo ^ - tmI ^ eld fro^j 
the W^nJovvs Chpboa' J ihe CEI Weo Page's copyi.ig to t»ie W i dow^ Chnboard doe^ 
not meet tlie claim & 'copying mto an mpm field" at least because the \Kmaov,^ 
Cupboard li not an "input f eld," as set forth m the claim Hcsce, the combination fa^.s 
to teach tne I mi^at ons of the vlaim 

rs ' ^> \ so -e^ t lou laneoi'sl) dt«5p'nM ig tlv '"'ad ^nnal Cbno-^e ^30%! 
Suiiplili^t Ci cse diii dUer an ana^^u'ntcd Pki Yir ^^■0'd a b>bna Pm \m wo a, 
ard an English word " 1 he Exaimner admits ihe Maiidarmtools Web Pages fails to teach 
these hmitations, and alleges the CEL Web Page teaches tl-ese l^mitationi, Office Action 
p 10 (refen-iF ^ *i c cd^ormg us^d M rqe^^ clas i \ > 1 U C ' I \\e'> P<^g^ ^a'.s . ^ \dd 
tliese hnitatioj>& becaitse tlic CEL XVeb Page at best tcauh^.^ displa>iPg a '"rad torJ 
Chinese ch^^raUcr as a Iraditfonal Chinese character, an unaccented Ym word, and an 
Fnghsii v^ord Ti\c CEL Web Page teadies selecting the TraditionaJ Chinese word 
'^M (the two cha-aUe'^ selected m xhc wndow titled "Cnarlotte's Web - Xotepad' ) 
and disp^av.ng t^ia+ sa.ne v.ord with ?ir in ard Lnglish tianslat ons (the window tJied 
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titled "CfcL (Clinese Fnghsh Lookup) ' are the sane as the selected Chinese 

characters m tlie window titled Charlotte''; Web ~ Notepad ' In othex words, the word 
selected ^ r ^ v. I is ^'raditioaa! Chmesc character, no* a Siniputied Chinese 
character a» set torth mtU^ f i \ho Cbl Web ?age me'-e \ ttaUics d'soL^rg 
one form of Pm Yn ("fl 3' or vhe iirst 1 '^atii aorai Chme&e character- ( P) s.ia tou2' tor 

tne second Traihtional Chinese character (^», whereas the claim recites "an unacvented 

^^iT^^ > 1 "^-^ '^n^.i x^ord ^lar^arntoojs eb P t f 

rc^'CG upon aro oc ^c* cixieay these deiiciencxess Henc-c the coj.ib moot fat s io .edvh 
"simultaneouslv dispiavmg the TradiUonaJ Chinese character as a Simphlsea Chme £ 
character, an unaccented Pm Ym wond, a hybdd Pm Ym word, and an English word." 

Cia^ni 9 also recites "responsive to a user activation of a single control 
d sma\ne ' T^v- Lxdivi >cr al'ece'^ t^-e C¥" WeS Paee t^^^ies t} cs^ br i in >->s Off v.e 
\ctio 1 p .0 (.e*er'.ng to the reaso n \g u^ec to icjo^t c.a 1 $ i i, EL V, Page tails 
♦0 tesUi the^e limitations because the CFL Web Page is silent to any form of conlroi and 
because detecting a word on the Windows Cupboard does not meet *he claim's 
cs o 1^") e^^nti Te f ^^ c ^ r _c *c i ^ h V 1 t f t.ic> tr 
o.i. ^ * .s. iruo vv. c ipooa.d, h is popped op lo aispla> yU 's sdtit v> .c-ponding to 
actnd*ang a control to pop up its display much less an> ionn oi control In other words, 
*he CFI U e^ Page teaches at best, displaying m response to detecting a word on the 
W ! ox^ s ^ 1 1) t > e s s V ios;^onsn e to ^ user activation of a smgle control 
t because dc'ec mg ^ v^o-d on trie Wiicov^s C^^pboard does not meet the 
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c din s 'a^.L^ut^L ot <. ^mgie control' The Ma^ida^irmo^s Wth Pages oie no*- .cl^co 
upon and do not remedy these defictencjes Hence, Hie combmatiOii foils to toach 
"responsive to a user activation of a MSgle contro* . displaying 

Thus, the claim composes features and hmitatjons that ajc outside the swpe ot 
the combination of cited art. Therefore, Appellant respectfiiily requests that .^e re ection 
be reversed. 

Claims iO-I2 and 14-15 eac^ depend ftom and inherit ail the Jiinitatibns of elaim 
9. As discussed: above, claim 9 comprises features and limitations that are outside the 
scope oiiht' cct-ibmanon ol ctetl aii Thus, claims 10-12 and 14-15 oonpnso foatures 
and hruitatioRS tlmt as-e outside the scope of the cited asl. Therefore. .Appellant 
respectfully reqi!ests that the rejection be reversed. 

€lmmlimmd22 

Claim 17 recites "enteong a Pin Yin word into an input field of a i,raphical user 
interface." The Examiner iillege? the CFJ Web -^agc tt-aohes ihesc Imiilations. O03ce 
Action p. 10 (referring to the ieasonung used to reject ciaini 1 ). Fiie c<:>nib]naLion fails to 
teach these limitations because the CEL Web Page fails to teach "into an input field^' as 
set forth in tlie claim. The Examiner interprets the GEL Web Page's depiction of a 
''"^oar'.h" inenu ^tem ((IT Web TLgc, p,L :n ihe titled 'X'hantntc^^ Wt-b ■ 

Notepad'""! as sncetmg tlie claim's "input field" {Office Action p.7), yet the CHL Web 
Page is silenl to copying a Pin Yin word into its Search menu item. Furthermore, the 
CEL Web Page teaches "the user has selected and copied a word" and that the CEL Wdb 
Page's ^ysiup. "detcotf sj the word on the Windows Clipboard" (the CEL Web Page p.l, 
para. 2.). yet the CEL Web Page is silenito a user pasting a word to an input field froin 
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the Windows Clipboard, The CEL Web Page's copying to the Windows Clipboard does 
not meet the claim's ''copying ,.. into an inpxrt field" at least because tlie Windows 
Clipboard is not mi ''input field;' as set forth in the claim. Hence, the combination fails 
to teach the limitations of &e claim. 

Claim 17 also recites "siirsultaneously dispia^dng the Pin Yin word as a 
Traditional ChiBej;e character, ap ^accented Pin Yin word, a hybrid Pin Yin word, and 
an Engiisii word," The Ej^ainmer #mits the Maiidarintools Web Pages fails to teach 
these limitafions antl alleges the CEL Web Page teaches these limitations. GtBce Action 
:pJO (referring to the reasoning used to reject claim 1). The CEL Web Page foils to teach 
these limitations because the CEL Web Page at best ^adies displayihg a Traditiojiai 
Chinese ckaractfer as a Traditioisai Chinese character, an puaccented Pin Yin word, and an 
English word. The CEL Web Page teaches selecting the Traditional Chinese word 

(the two chamcters selected in the window titled "Charlotte's Web - Notepad") 

and displayihg that same word willi Pin Yin and English translations (the window titled 
"CEL (Cliinese/English Lookxip) . , ."). However, the Chinese characters in the. window 
titled "CEI, (Cliinese/English Lookisp) are the saxne as tlie selected Chinese 
characters k the wiiidow titled "Charlotte's Web - Notepad." In other vvordsS, the word 
selected is a Traditional Chinese character, not a Fin Yin word, as set forth in the claim. 
Also, the CEL Web Page nierely teaches displaying one form of Pin Yin |"&3" for the 
first Traditioiial Chinese character {#) and "tQij2'* for the second TraditioBal Chinese 

charapter (3M.)% whereas the dainx recites "an unaccented Pin Yin word" and "a hybrid 
Pin Yin word." The Mandarintools Web Pages are not relied upon and do not remedy 
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these deficiencies. Hence,, the combmation imh to teach "simultaneously dispiaymg the 
Pin Yin word as a Traditional Chinese character, an unaccented Pin Yin word, a hybnd 
Pm Ym word, and sn English word." 

Claim 17 also recites "responsive to a user activation of a single control . . . 
displaying " 1 ic H^exiim^r alH^ge* the ChL Web Page lerthos thc-so :n/3tiO'is 0**:cfc- 
Action p.Ki (refer-ng to the ica^scnu^g used to reject claim i) Vm CFI \H'eb Pdge i?ils 
to teach these hmitatiom ^because tlie CEL Web Page is Silent to any form of control and 
because detecting a word on tiie Windows Clipboard does not meet the claim's 
'•scin./,<)r ^ - 0* nt-ol ^" The CEL Web Page teaches "CFI . ha\ing detected the 
v'vo'd ui» Ihe Wsncc-^s Chpb.jaxd. lias popped up to display yet is si^eni to respondnig to 
activating a control to pop up its display, much less any form of control. Ir other wo: Js, 
the GEL Web Page teaches, at best, displaying in response to detecting a word on tlie 
Windows Clipboard, yet is silent to '^responsive to a user activation of a single control . 
displaying;" because detecting a woid op Ihc \\'tndc\\': Ch,\x>(ird ooei not T.ect the 
cidim-s ''dchvaiion of a ringle contioL'^ The Msi danrtooli, Web Pages i^t not rcl:ed 
upon and do not remedy these deficiencies. Hence, the combination fails to teach 
'Yesponssvetoanser activation of a Single control ... displaying/' 

'us clam cc«np!:ses fcatuics and hmstat'ons that are outside the scope of 
the oon.ri'Gdt>on ot cited art. The ctbie. Appellai t respectfully requests tliat the rejection 
be revelled. 

Claims 18-20 and 22 each depend from and inherit all the limitations of claim 17. 
A.S discussed isbt>%-4.\ claim P comprises features and limitations that are outside the 
scope t>i the combination of cited art. Thus, claims 18-20 and 22 comprise features and 



.im-tations t at <i:e uuside scope oi Uie Cited art I icrctorc. Appe. ant le^pvctt Ji.\ 
requests thai: the rejection h& reversed 

Claims 24-26 asd 30 

Claim 24 recites '*enteri«g an English word into an input field of a grapliical user 
interface." The ExaTS-ncE alleges the CFJ ^^'eb Page tcacries these Iimiiations Office 
Action p. 10 (refemug to the reasoning u.sed to reject claim i). 'i'he combination fails to 
teach these limitations becaisse the CEL Web Page fails to teach 'Into m input field,'" as 
set forth in the claim. The Examiner interprets the CEL Web Page's depiction of a 
"Soaroh" rre'Hi .te-r iVcl Wob Page, n L the vvniduxv r^tiod '\-har!otte's Web - 
Notepad") as meet-iig tne claim's "mput field" (Office Action p.7), vQi the CFI Wds 
Page is silent to copying a!^ English word into its Search menu item. Funhermore, the 
GEL Web Page teaches "the user has selected and copied a word'* and that the GEL Web 
Page's system '*detoctls' the word on the Windows Clipboard" (the CEL Web Page p,l, 
paia. 2 ). yet the CEL \H eb Page is silent to a user pasting a word to an ^nTut field from 
thfc WmdovsS Clipboard. The ChL Web Page's copying to the Windows Clipboard does 
not meet the claim's "copying ... into an input field" at least because the Windows 
Clipboard is not an "input Seld," as set forth in the claim. Hence, the combination fails 
to teach me hmitations of the clavm. 

Clarn l-i also recites ''simultaneously displaying the lenn as a Tiaaitional 
Chinese character, an unaccented Pin Yin word, a hybrid Pin Yin word, and an English 
word." The Examiner admits the Mandarmtools Web Pages fails to teach these 
Lnrlatvas :r.(l leges fie CTL Web Page teaches these limitations. Office Action p.lO 
(referring to the reasoning used to reject claim 1). The CEL Web Page Mis to teach 
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these limitations Ijecause tiie CEL. Web Page at best teaches displaying a Traditional 
Chinese character as a Traditional Chinese character, an unaccented Fin Yin word, and an 
English word. The GEL Web Page teaches selecting the Traditional Chinese word 
"^P" (the two characters selected in the window titled "Chariolte's Web - Notepad") 

and displaying that same word with Pin Yin and English translations (the window titled 
-''CEL (Chinest^'English Lookup) . . .'^). However, the C^hinese characters in the windo^v 
titled "CEL (Chinese/Eiiglish Lookup) ai-e the same as the selected Chinese 
characters in the window titled "Charlotte's Web ~ Notqsad." In othci words, tr=e word 
selected is a Traditional Chinese character, not an English word, as set forth in the claim. 
Also, the CEL Web Page merely teaches displaying one form of Fin Yin f^fiiS" for the 
firet Traditional Chinese character (^) and "tou2" for the second Tradition^ Chinese 

character (^)), Wh^eas the claim recites *■ an unaccented Pin Yin word'* and '*a hybrid 

Pin Yin word." The Mand^ntools Web Pages are not relied -upon and do not remedy 
these deficiencies. Hence, tlie combination tails to teach "simnltaneously displaying tho 
Pin Yki word as a Traditional Cliine^e character, an tiHaccented Pin Yin word, a hybrid 
Pin Yin vi'prd, and an English word." 

Claim 24 also recites "responsive to a user activation of a single control . . . 
displaying." The Examiner alleges tlie CEL Web Page teaches these Hmitations. Office 
Action p. 10 (retcrririg to ihe reasoning used to reject c?aim ! ). The CFI. Web Page fails 
io teach these iintitations because the CEL Web Page is silent to my form of a:!ntroi aiid 
because detecting a word on the Windows Clipboard does not meet the claim's 
'•activation of s single control." The CEL Web Page teaches "CEL, having detected the 
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vvord on the W iMvw s ( h; bt>^ud. ha^ popped up to display ' yet is mien to re pone ng to 
activating a control to pop up its display, much less my form of control In other words, 
the CEL Web Page teaches, at best, displaying m response to detecting a word on the 
Windows Clipboard, yet is silent to *'resp<. nsive to a user activation of a single control , . . 
diifL5\:ng." "vca^'-e detecting a word on the Wi^co^\s C'lpbopic" doo^ i neeL the 
clam"'s '"actrvalxn of d .Single comioi." ihe Mai^danntooli ^\'eb \ ag«.s arc not relied 
upon aiid do not remedy these deficiencies. Hence, the combination fails to teach 
"responsive to a liser aeti\'ation of a single control , ..displaying/' 

Thus, *he claim comprise:? tcatures and hmitatio i3 rhat arc outside tlic same of 
the combinaton of cited art. Therefore, Appellant respectfully requests timt tiie rejection 
be reversed. 

Claijns 25-26 and 30 each depend irom and inherit all the itmitations of ctairn 24. 
As discussed above, claim; 24 comprises features and limitations diat are outside the 
scope of the combi'^atso:' of citcc an "hin flainis 25-26 ant' 30 a)nipri?c ^eaiures and 
limitations that are oaliiae the scope oi ihe cited art. Therefore, Appcllani respectfully 
requests diat tlte rejection be reversed; 

ClalMs 30.33 and 35-36 

Claims 30-33 and 35 3o Lo.r - .sc 'l.^irrcb and invitations sirjilar to clasris 1-4 
and 6-7. As discussed above, claims ]~4 and 6-7 eompnse features and hnutation!* that 
are outside the scope of the combination of cited art. Thus, claims 30-33 and 35-36 
comprise teaturcs and limitations that are outside the scope of the cited ail. Therefore, 
Appellant respectftilly requests that the rejection be reversed. 

ClaiMs 38-41 aad 43^4 
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( iat-ii> M>~^ i etrd 4"^ 44 comprise ^ean*Rs md luni{&Lon}> Similar lO danxi 2 
and 14-15 As oisci^bed abo\e. claims 9-^2 and i4 J5 compose tcatu-es and hrmtationi 
tha are outside tha scope of the tombmat'on of Cited ait Thus claims ^8-41 <ind 43-44 
comprise features and limitations that are outside the scope oi the died art Ihe^forc 
Appelidnt respecttull) reqiiests thd^ he c Oi leivvcrsed 

Claims 46-49 and 51 compose ieatures and hmitatiOjis similar to claims 17-20 
and 22 As discussed above, cUms> 17-20 and 22 comprise feat\jrei> and iimitations that 
au V NU t^v - (, oiT^imhOii i ^ m 46-40 snd 

compriijt, tfc,HuT^s and i rf^raaons tliat ctc oitsicie tiic su>pe ol the viie^l art lhero*orc, 
Appeiiaat respectfully requests that the rejection be reversed. 

Claims 53-55 ssiii 57 

Cl\mi> S^-'Ss ana ^ompiise featuici and limitationi, wmiiar to claitps 24-25 
ai^d 28 Aa di.i>cussea aro\e t't^sr^ 24 lo and 2^ comprsc Tea^ a^ i ' ni^nmois tha*" 
are outside the scope ox the combinat'on o^" cted 1.1 lhas c.^ns :>-,-5- ^~id *>7 
comprise ieatures a«d himtations that are outside the scope ot the cited art. Therefore, 
Appellant respectfully requests tliat the rejection be reversed, 
f ourth Groiiiid of Rejec&o?? 

Umo-is ^ H 21, 2 H ^2, 50, ard ^6 u-acr 3d USC O^-s over t.ie 
Mt^nd<«rntoob Ueb Pages m view oi the CEL ^^eb Page, the Foolsworkshoj ^eb Page, 
«n<i Maggies, Office Action pp lO-P 

^ ^ ^ 42 ^0 . -^o dtpcno from and mhent all the hmitations 

of ose of Glaims 1, 9, 17, 24 30, 38, 46, and 53. As discussed above, claims 1, 9,17^ 24, 
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30, 38, 4(x and 5.? coraprise featares and limitatioss that are outside the scope of the 
combination of &e Mandarintoois Web Pages, the CEL Web Page, and the 
Fooisworkshop Web Page, Hughes is not relied upon and does not remedy tliese 
deficiencies. Thus, claims 5, 13, 21, 27, 34, 42, 50, and 56 comprise features and 
limitations that are outside the sc^pe of rhc combination of cited art Therefore, 
Appellant respectHilly requests that ihc rcjecuon be res crscd. 
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